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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election witli traverse of claims 1 -22,35-41 ,46 and 48-50, Claims 23- 
34, 42-45 and 47 are canceled in the reply filed on February 27, 2006 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

2. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-19,22,35-38,40-41 ,46,48-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Russo et al (US 5,807,336)"Russo" in view of Naiki (US 
7,039,426). 

Claims 1,9 Russo teaches a method of jamming communication between a 
medical device and an external device to prevent data transfer (see abstract and fig.1), 
comprising: 

Russo teaches receiving an extemal input at a blocking device to begin 
interrupting or disabling the communications between the medical device and the 
extemal device ( col.1 1 line 43-col. 12 Iine19 and fig.14) 

Russo teaches transmitting an interrupting signal from the blocking device to 
disable the communication between the medical device and the extemal device (col. 1 1 
line 43-col. 12 , line 19). 
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Russo does not expressly teach jamming the communication. However, Naiki 
teaches transmitting prohibiting signal to medical apparatus (cardiac pace maker) (see 
col. 8, line54-68 and figs.2-4). Russo and Naiki both teaches blocking medical device, 
then, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill In the art at the time of 
the invention was made to jam a medical device-transferring device of Russo system , 
as taught by Naiki, In order to prevent medical data transfer from unsecured transfer of 
data (see col. 1, of Naiki , lines 36-40). 

Claim 2, Naiki teaches the blocking device is a short range-jamming transmitter 
(see fig.2). 

Claim 3, Naiki teaches the jamming signal blankets the frequency range used for 
the communications (transmitting prohibiting signal ,see fig. 2). 

Claim 4, Naiki teaches preventing the medical device from receiving a slocitation 
to begin transmitting that is sent by the external device (preventing from transmitting fail 
signal (see column 8, line 54-68 and fig.4). 

Claim 5, Nalkl teaches the communication occur through a cellular phone system 
employing a control channels and the jamming signal blankets the control channels 
used for the communications (see fig. 2). 

Claims 6-8, Russo teaches the input is in response to manipulating a user 
interface at the blocking device and visual indication and audio signal (see figs. 1 and 
2,10). 

Claim 10, Naiki teaches a communication related to electlvely recorded cardiac 
pace maker "physiological patient data" (col.8, line 54-68 and fig. 4). 
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Claims 1 1,18, 22, It is a method claim which corresponds to claim 1, above, 
therefore, it is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim 

Claim 12. It is a method claim which corresponds to claim 4, above, therefore, it 
is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim 

Claim 13. It is a method claim which corresponds to claim 4, above, therefore, it 
is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim 

Claims 14-16, They are method claims which corresponds to claims 6-8, above, 
therefore, they are analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim 

claim 17, it is a method claim which conresponds to claim 10, above, therefore, it 
analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim. 

Claim 19, Naiki teaches sensor to stop transmitting of communication from the 
medical device (see fig.3). 

Claim 35, It is a method claim which corresponds to claim 1 , above, therefore, it 
is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim 

Claims 36-37, they are method claim which corresponds to claim 5, above, 
therefore, they are analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim. 

Claim 38, It is a method claim which corresponds to claim 1 , above, therefore, it 
is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim 

Claims 40-41, they are method claim which corresponds to claim 1, above, 
therefore, it is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim. 

Claim 46, It is a method claim which corresponds to claim 1 , above, therefore, it 
is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim. 
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Claims 48-49, tliey are method claim which corresponds to claim 1 , above, 
therefore, they are analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim. 

Claim 50, It is a method claim which con-esponds to claim 1 , above, therefore, it 
is analyzed and rejected for the same reason as set forth in the claim. 

4. Claims 20-21 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Russo In view of Naiki as applied to claims 1-19 above, and further in 
view of Von Arx et al (US 6,985,773). 

Claims 20-21 and 39, Russo in view of Naiki do not teach a signal at an 
accelerometer of the medical device and a series of taps on the patient's body. 

However, Von Arx teaches a signal at an accelerometer of the medical device 
and a series of taps on the patient's body (see col. 9 lines 25-68 and figs . 5 and 6). 
Russo, Naiki and Von Arx all teaches a medical devices transmitting telemetry data to 
remote device, then , it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to accelerometer and taps on the patient's body in 
Russo and Naiki system , as taught by Von Arx , in order to sense the motion of 
patient's body and send data to the remote for further analysis. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tilahun B Gesesse whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7879. The examiner can nomnally be reached on flexible schedule. 



Application/Control Number: 10/601,966 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2618 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on 571-272-7899. 

The Central FAX Number is 571 -273-8300. For patent related 
correspondence, hand carry deliveries must be made to the Customer Service 
Window (now located at the Randolph Building. 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, 
VA 22314), and facsimile transmissions must be sent to the Central FAX number, 
unless an exception applies. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infomriation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://Dair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 




